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plain that they did not expect that the seamen were
to return to their duty upon that promise; but that
some other proceedings would immediately follow
upon it The first step, then, ought to have been a
communication to the house, and such a vote as this,
passed with unanimity, would have perfectly satis-
fied them. He thought too highly of the character
of British seamen, to imagine that this vote would
not satisfy them; and if it did not, he should think
more degradingly of them than he did at present.
Misrepresentations might have induced them to do-
what they ought not to have done; but the right
honorable gentleman ought to have prevented the
possibility of such, misrepresentation. He was con-
vinced, however, that means of conciliation would
be more effectual if accompanied with a vote of
censure on ministers, for not coming to parliament
sooner with some proposition on the subject.

Mr, Pitt saidy it was a mistake to imagine that the proposition
had been brought forward in consequence of any new occurrences.

Mr. Sheridan said, that he did not state that the
resolution was now brought forward in consequence
of recent occurrences. He charged the right ho-
norable gentleman with the delay that had taken
place. He believed that misrepresentation might
have taken place, but, that misrepresentation ought
to have been anticipated by some earlier proposition
on the subject. He pressed the right honorable
gentleman to inform the house, what motive, what
reason, what pretence, could exist for the delay of
a fortnight which had intervened ? He did not
impute any responsibility to the Admiralty, as they
had done all they could do.

The resolutions passed nem-. con*

MAY 9.

MUTINY IN THE CHANNEL FLEET, &C.

On this day, the charge against ministers of procrastination was

renewed by Mr* Whitbread* who declared^ that it appeared to him